
 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH
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1. CRM-M No.40512 of 2022 (O&M)
Date of decision: September 30th, 2024

Sombir and another
.....Petitioners

Versus

State of Haryana
 .....Respondent

2. CRM-M No.16737 of 2023 (O&M)

Hariom
.....Petitioner

Versus

State of Haryana 
 .....Respondent

3. CRM-M No.26501 of 2023 (O&M)

Aman and others
.....Petitioners

Versus

State of Haryana 
 .....Respondent

4. CRM-M No.35465 of 2023 (O&M)

Shamsher
.....Petitioner

Versus

State of Haryana 
 .....Respondent

5. CRR No.1164 of 2023 (O&M)

Sombir Singh and others
.....Petitioners

Versus

State of Haryana 
 .....Respondent
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6. CRR No.1239 of 2023 (O&M)

Sanjay 
.....Petitioner

Versus

State of Haryana 
 .....Respondent

7. CRR No.1252 of 2023 (O&M)

Hariom 
.....Petitioner

Versus

State of Haryana 
 .....Respondent

8. CRR No.1995 of 2022 (O&M)

Sombir and others
.....Petitioners

Versus

State of Haryana 
 .....Respondent

CORAM: HON'BLE MRS. JUSTICE MANJARI NEHRU KAUL

Present: Mr. Vinod Ghai, Senior Advocate 
with Mr. Arnav Ghai and Mr. Harshjit Singh, Advocates 
for the petitioners 
(in CRM-M-40512-2022, CRM-M-16737-2023, 
CRM-M-26501-2023, CRR-1164-2023 and
CRR-1995-2022).

Mr. Rakesh Nehra, Senior Advocate 
with Mr. Reetesh Kumar, Advocate
for the petitioner (in CRM-M-35465-2023)
for the complainant 
(in CRM-M-40512-2022 & CRR-1995-2022).

Mr. Ritesh Aggarwal, Advocate 
for the petitioner 
(in CRM-M-16737-2023 and CRR-1252-2023). 

Mr. Ramesh Hooda, Advocate
for the petitioner (in CRR-1239-2023).
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Mr. Gagandeep Singh Chhina, Assistant Advocate General,
Haryana. 

Mr. Prateek Gupta, Advocate 
for CBI. 

MANJARI NEHRU KAUL  , J. (ORAL)  

This order shall dispose of the above-mentioned petitions

as they have originated in the course of same transaction.

2. Learned  standing  counsel  for  CBI  submits  that  a

cancellation report has been filed in the both the FIRs i.e. FIR No.393

dated  07.06.2022  and  FIR  No.460  dated  02.07.2022,  which  were

registered at Police Station City, Rohtak, which has since been accepted

by the learned trial Court vide order dated 21.08.2024.

3. In the circumstances, since a cancellation report has been

filed by the investigating agency and the same has been accepted by the

trial Court, nothing survives in the instant petitions.

4. Dismissed as having been rendered infructuous.

 
September 30th, 2024 (MANJARI NEHRU KAUL)
Puneet    JUDGE

Whether speaking/reasoned : Yes

Whether reportable : No
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